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U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20590-0001

Re: “FAA DOCKET NO FAA-2003-15495" — 5&"{/

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my deep concern and anger over the Federal Aviation
Administration’s plans to increase the size and weight of aircraft that are able to land at
Teterboro Airport (Docket No. FAA-2003-15495, Federal Register Yolume 68, Section 126,
dated July 1, 2003) in New Jersey.

Any increase in the size of the aircraft allowed to land at this very small airport, which is
located in the middle of a very densely populated area, holds a potentially dangerous
safety hazard to the hospital, schools, and homes in the very immediate and surrounding
areas. It will have a devastating impact on the quality of life for all those who live in the
immediate area and its surrounding communities.

There are three surrounding area airports (LaGuardia, JFK, and Newark) that are more

capable of handling the larger aircrafts not located so close to residential areas — they do
not need to use Teterboro Airport.

We urge you to please review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in weight
limitations in this most densely populated area. :

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

SIGNATURE: /\/ OM e ,Q\ MW Aor)
NAME: lBE/) se Adams
avoress:_ > erael 57
CITY & 21P CODE: '/WZJ)O/) QChie, NI 0707Y




Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my deep concern over the Federal Aviation Administration’s
plans to increase the size and weight of aircraft that are able to land at Teterboro Airport
(Docket No. FAA-2003-15495, Federal Register Volume 68, Section 126 dated July 1,
2003) in New Jersey.

Any increase in the size of aircraft allowed to land at this small airport holds a potentially
dangerous safety hazard as well as a devastating impact on the quality of life for the

entire area and surrounding communities.

We urge you to please review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in weight
limitations in this most densely populated region.

Sincerely,

Z0iie A o T

Signature
Name: AL ICE  "DAVENCORT

Address: 2 27 Divisions AVE.

City & Zip Code: J/ASRRsuc kK H EICHTS NT C 74 4

Email:
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 vears. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely.

2 n
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. 1 urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,

Signature: j/)a/),(_/ ﬂ " M »
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

To Whom It May Concern:

[ am writing to express my deep concern over the Federal Aviation Administration’s
plans to increase the size and weight of aircraft that are able to land at Teterboro Airport
(Docket No. FAA-2003-15495, Federal Register Volume 68, Section 126 dated July 1,
2003) in New Jersey.

Any increase in the size of aircraft allowed to land at this small airport holds a potentially
dangerous safety hazard as well as a devastating impact on the quality of life for the

entire area and surrounding communities.

We urge you to please review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in weight
limitations in this most densely populated region.

Sincerely,

, oo

——

Signature d
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City & Zip Code: B 1guct HeElEir7sS VI o276 0%

Email:




Docket lvianagement System

1J.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Strest, SW
Washingion, DC 20590-0001

To Whom It May Concern:

"I am writing to express my deep concern over the Federal Aviation Administration’s
pians to increase the size and weight of aircraft that are able to land at Teterboro Airport
(Docket No. FAA-2003-15495, Federal Register Volume 68, Section 126 dated July 1,
2003) in New Jersey.

Any increase in the size of aircraft allowed to land at this small airport holds a potentially
dangerous safety hazard as well as a devastating impact on the qualiry of life for the
entire area and surrounding communities.

We urge you to please.review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in weight
limitations in this most densely populated region.

Sincerely,

S
Na.fne: ﬁ@mﬂs KQ‘DMM /\—Zr-/é
Address: Q25 Cen‘(fA// ALE

City & Zip Code:_{{us.. I{O\(g. D240
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my deep concern over the Federal Aviation Administration’s
plans to increase the size and weight of aircraft that are able to land at Teterboro Airport
(Docket No. FAA-2003-15495, Federal Register Volume 68, Section 126 dated July 1,

2003) in New Jersey.

Any increase in the size of aircraft allowed to land at this small airport holds a potentially
dangerous safety hazard as well as a devastating impact on the quality of life for the
" entire area and surrounding communities.

We urge you to please review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in weight
limitations in this most densely populated region. -

- Sincerely,
' 7

C///‘:é/zzczz/ AL o
Signature )
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 26550-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 b weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attemapt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. [ urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,

Signatury:

o Losg

Address: MMM
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my deep concern over the Federal Aviation Administration’s
plans to increase the size and weight of aircraft that are able to land at Teterboro Airport
(Docket No. FAA-2003-15495, Federal Register Volume 68, Section 126 dated July 1,
2003) in New Jersey.

Any increase in the size of aircraft allowed to land at this small airport holds a potentially
dangerous safety hazard as well as a devastating impact on the quality of life for the

entire area and surrounding communities.

We urge you to please review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in weight
limitations in this most densely populated region.

Sincerely,

ﬁ}mw&&’?@@vw/

Signature | v
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

To Whom It May Concern:

1 am writing to express my deep concern over the Federal Aviation Administration’s
plans to increase the size and weight of aircraft that are able to land at Teterboro Airport

(Docket No. FAA-2003-15495, Federal Register Volume 68, Section 126 dated July 1,
2003) in New Jersey.

Any increase in the size of aircraft allowed to land at this small airport holds a potentially
dangerous safety hazard as well as a devastating impact on the quality of life for the
entire area and surrounding communities.

We urge you to please review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in weight
limitations in this most densely populated region.

Sincerely,
ggnature

Name: //&/)/\/ K /95 /:? oy #
Address ; 39- 027}2(/»’/4) # V&
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Email:




Date: A‘H j& S’/ Z/ﬂﬁ %

Docket Man@ment System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No. FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concemn:

[ am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 1b weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the tvpes of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely.
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communitics, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flyving jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communitics tn the area are staffed by voluntcer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school.
or 2 hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs * of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,

Signature ;H— BDJW\,/C/Q %
Name: H. PERNCE C%‘{ﬁ(}
Address: _10e Cleu lack W j‘% S E
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

To Whom It May Concem:

I am writing to express my deep concern over the Federal Aviation Administration’s
plans to increase the size and weight of aircraft that are able to land at Teterboro Airport
(Docket No. FAA-2003-15495, Federal Register Volume 68, Section 126 dated July 1,
2003) in New Jersey.

Any increase in the size of aircraft allowed to land at this small airport holds a potentially
dangerous safety hazard as well as a devastating impact on the quality of life for the
entire area and surrounding communities.

We urge you to please review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in weight
limitations in this most densely populated region.

Sincerely,
M/VL(/ 772 ‘W/
Signature J

Name: Arlene M. H0@3

Address: 237 Lincoln Ave.
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my deep concern over the Federal Aviation Administration’s
plans to increase the size and weight of aircraft that are able to land at Teterboro Airport
(Docket No. FAA-2003-15495, Federal Register Volume 68, Section 126 dated July 1,
2003) in New Jersey.

Any increase in the size of aircraft allowed to land at this small airport holds a potentially
dangerous safety hazard as well as a devastating impact on the quality of life for the

entire area and surrounding communities.

We urge you to please review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in weight
limitations in this most densely populated region.

Sincerely,

Ty T (ot

Signature

Name: Fregiters & CALTIns

Ad_dress‘: Il FIEep L
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Docket Management Svstem

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No. FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

[ am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely.
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Atrport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communitics, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by voluntcer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school.
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Bocing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,

,’ N AN o
Simare AL %m/
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK Iniernational, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. 1 urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,

Signature:

Name: 1 ) ’\}QVL
Address: S )5 L 0tep) Avl
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 205%90-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middie of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “neceds “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet. :

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight resiriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. T urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,

Signature; N




U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20590-0001

Re: “FAA DOCKET NO FAA-2003-15495"

To Whom It May Concern:

| am writing to express my deep concem and anger over the Federal Aviation
Administration’s plans to increase the size and weight of aircraft that are able to land at
Teterboro Airport (Docket No. FAA-2003-15495, Federal Register Yolume 68, Section 126,
dated July 1, 2003) in New Jersey.

Any increase in the size of the aircraft allowed to land at this very small airport, which is
located in the middle of a very densely populated area, holds a potentially dangerous
safety hazard to the hospital, schools, and homes in the very immediate and surrounding
areas. I will have a devastating impact on the quality of life for all those who live in the
immediate area and its surrounding communities.

There are three surrounding area airports (LaGuardia, JFK, and Newark) that are more

capable of handling the larger aircrafts not located so close to residential areas — they do
not need to use Teterboro Airport.

We urge you to please review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in weight
limitations in this most densely populated area.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

SIGNATURE: é/c/wa ~r @ Sado 2 f/u[u%’//“‘
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

- 7
Sincerely, W z/(: .; | _/_

Signature:
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No. FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concem:

1 am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 1b weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

SincerelyW m/ﬁ%%_’

Signature:
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

To Whom It May Concem:

T am writing to express my deep concern over the Federal Aviation Administration’s
plans to increase the size and weight of aircraft that are able to land at Teterboro Airport
(Docket No. FAA-2003-15495, Federal Register Volume 68, Section 126 dated July 1,
2003) in New Jersey.

Any increase in the size of aircraft allowed to Iand at this small airport holds a potentially
dangerous safety hazard as well as a devastating impact on the quality of life for the
entire area and surrounding communities.

We urge you to please review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in werght
lsmitations in this most densely populated region.

Sincerely,

L

(/:{r/rﬁ /Amﬁ—r/jff—\%\

Name: Qobp@‘\'ﬁ,[\J@ww‘mb Sf

Address: /() )| Bz dor AuC .

City & Zip Code:_fbsppe . e L /Ze{;j 0dS 0760

Email: S/ . /son oA @/4/‘1@; C oA




3 N. Via Lucindia
Stuart, FL 34996
August 8, 2003

Docket Management System

U. S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, S.W.
Washington D.C., 20590-0001

Re: Docket No. "FAA Docket No. FAA-2003-15495"
To whom it may concern:

The most recent proposal (Docket FAA-2003-15495) to disregard
weight limits at Martin County Airport (Witham Field) is being
badly received by already beleaguered residents who feel:

SAFETY AND PROXIMITY MUST BE OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
13,500 residents live within a mile and a half of the airport.
Also within that area are schools, daycare centers, the Blake
Library, soccer fields, administrative headquarters, the YMCA
and many, many other buildings where people congregate. Safety
is paramount.

ALREADY EXISTING AIRCRAFT WEIGHT LIMITS INAPPROPRIATE
At present Witham Airport has two 737's flying in and out. We
have heard that there have been two instances, one over run
into a berm and another potential over run which resulted in
blowing out of tires. That's too close for comfort for homes
nearby and a heavily traveled road.

QUALITY OF LIFE ISSUES DO COUNT
Stuart and Martin County residents cannot withstand another
assault delivering ever increasing bigger and more frequent
jets. As it is now the whole character of the airport changed
in 1998 with the lengthening of a runway and subsequent arrival
of jet aircraft. Collateral damage includes the destruction of
thousands of trees and the loss of sound buffers.

ECONOMIC EFFECT COULD BE DISASTROUS

Martin County is beginning a process of buying out homes or
retrofitting them if they are in the 60-65 DNL footprint.

More and larger jets will increase the number of home affected.
The next homes will be in the million and multi million dollar
river front areas. Money has not been forthcoming from FAA
and is now to be paid for with ad valorem funds. The county
cannot continue to finance this as an ongoing procedure.

For all of the above considerations, and many more, plus a possi-
ble devastating domino effect with unknown consequences, outraged
residents feel this initiative must be abandoned.

Respectfully,

Ellie and Don Bills




Date: j‘:\'\m ?{ ?’wb

Docket Management System
U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concem:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 1b weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NI, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,

Signature: /[/g(/ {7l L(/ ( ’)L@/L/‘ ,

Name: BHEQA] g)& ) Cg HAZ f\\

Address: / /(AOC- « a//t’é?/!?c (& Ay ﬂi% 2= E

City & zip code: (0 (o O /




July 30, 2003

Docket Management System

U. S. Dept. of Transportation
Rm. 401, 400 Seventh Street SW
Washington, D.C. 20580-0001

Ref: "Nocket No. FAA-2003-15495"

Gentlemen;

We live on::a daily basis with the unbelievable noise from jets
directly over our house at low altitudes.

It is an outrage that the FAA would suggest raising the weight
limits for jets using our St. Lucie County International Airport,
creating larger jets and more noise.

We have an intolerable situation now with Lear 25 noise and other
jets, in addition to noisy cargo planes and repititive flight
school touch-and-go planes. '

Out town is on the National Registry of Historic Places with
homes dating back to the 1900's and one to the 1850's.

Please do not force weight limits on this airport, to the:
detriment of our quality of 1life here in St. Lucie Village.

Sincerely,

o slles sk Brarelory,

2o S Faciw 2o,

Address
/#}\/JW, T ad 946




Date: 4/{/&3

Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concem:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
hft weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NIJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Atrport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincer, .
S% [— O —
Name: ﬁ@/ﬁ f W Vel /%f-m;”a Vé&

Address: /&S Ouerloaik, /e /J¢7_ 254
City & zip code: /7/4446/!/:4«/ ANCT 0‘74{4/
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Docket Management Svstem

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No. FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concemn:

[ am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely.
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by voluntcer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school.
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Bocing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. [ urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,

Signaturw/g HA ,/é’//

Name:,@ MJ‘ZW 'y /fﬁ)

sk LD YLK g )
City & zip MM %//?ﬁj éﬂ / |
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 1b weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircrafi.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,

Signature: %—q

Name: ER‘CH MA’H /V

Address: | © & pVe/L"eﬂﬂk Ave
City&zipcode:MMW/ /V(), '
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Date: a(&ae ¥-03

Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No. FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports. Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 1b weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely-.
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a gencral
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flving jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school.
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs * of the Bocing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet,

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. [ urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,

Signature:  “RABL /Zmﬁw\,

Name: iTe. K AHN

Address: [6 © DVERLOO K-AVE

Ciy & zip code: [fOeletro el , N )
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

To Whom It May Concemn:

[ am writing to express my deep concern over the Federal Aviation Administration’s
plans to increase the size and weight of aircraft that are able to land at Teterboro Airport
(Docket No. FAA-2003-15495, Federal Register Volume 68, Section 126 dated July 1,
2003) in New Jersey.

Any increase in the size of aircraft allowed to land at this small airport holds a potentially
dangerous safety hazard as well as a devastating impact on the quality of life for the

entire area and surrounding communities.

We urge you to please review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in weight
limitations in this most densely populated region.

Sincerely,

Q T ,é (ct Q[//WL/

slgnayxﬁ(

Name: / & rd /é ( i /'47&_

Address: J5 J | Jemman <t
ley&leCodevwlfj/z:\ L. /\ G Y] ¢SO
Emallcﬁ //U\J Z\ Uesii D) 'C“\ll(lS\/iCﬁj Ceuin
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Date: ‘ 9%73

/

Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

1 am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
Lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the arca are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, 1t shpuld be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as Mmch,Q€82. ] urge, you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincereb&z,' 4 i //
Signature: ﬁ / ’
Name: _ ’\TM/) ,Q/,u 24 él/l 7

Address: /60 C)UMASU(‘AU-L/ )
City&zipéo%/éw&/,z §%€((/ [//'( 4 74(7/
y
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Date: g@zm ‘ z i, 203

Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concemn:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely, % )
Signature: (’%

Name: _ Llen Fpo

Address: /22 Seflinl AE. GH
City & zip code: m [SAE NT C760)
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Docket M{magement System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern;

1 am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 1b weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
commuunitics. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the areca are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,

Signature:

Name: / (/) )/) }}/\,/ '

Address; | RAYMONDE 1
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Docket Management Svstem

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concermn:

[ am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 1b weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NI, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the tvpes of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely.
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communitics, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communitics in the area are staffed by voluntcer firc
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school.
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs * of the Bocing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,

Signature: M
Name: 2, /o £t David

Address: /&y C 2¢¢4g.,4dg/_fw AvE Arr—es/
City & zip code: 49 Qm /sA0 K Ve Jéwscla D760 [/




Date: Z/V/Fj/é/:?

Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 1b weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this arca. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs « of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,
Signature:‘%‘

Name: /ZC;/ZA//?\«Z D Gress S
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation’
Room Plaza 401 '
400 Seventh Street, SW -
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

[ am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
it weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. - The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely.
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircrafi.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flving jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communitics in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. [ urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely, / l .
Signature: [c / /’ Ml ]

nome_Rafel  fronveed(
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Date: u 7 o0
Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,
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Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No. FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

[ am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communitiecs. The Port Authonty of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesscs of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation relicver airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 vears, and low flying jets present a daily ha-ard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the conumunitics in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school.
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs ““ of the Bocing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely, Ho f W
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Date: ,f) 503

Docket Management Svstem

U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20550-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely.
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a gencral
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living is this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by voluntcer firc
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Bocing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as
recently as March 2002. I urge you to review and rescind this unacceptable and unsafe change in policy.

Sincerely,
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U.S. Department of Transportation
Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590-0001

Re: Docket No.FAA-2003-15495
Weight-Based Restrictions at Airports: Proposed Policy
To Whom It May Concern:

1 am writing to express my strong opposition to the Federal Aviation Administration’s proposed policy to
lift weight restrictions at airports throughout the United States. This change in policy would negate the
100,000 Ib weight restriction that has been in effect at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro, Bergen County, NJ, for
the past 36 years. The primary reason for the current restriction is to limit the types of planes permitted at
Teterboro in an attempt to balance the airport’s operations with the quality of life needs of the surrounding
communities. The Port Authority of NY & NIJ, the owner of TEB, operates a system of airports, namely,
Newark International, JFK International, and LaGuardia, which already serve the commercial and large jet
aviation travel need dictated by the residents and businesses of the region. Teterboro Airport is a general
aviation reliever airport that accommodates smaller, private aircraft.

Teterboro Airport sits in the middle of the most densely populated county in the most densely populated
State in the country. It is totally surrounded by residential communities, and its operations are already having
an adverse effect on the safety of the residents living 1s this area. There have been two airplanes crashes over
the past 4 years, and low flying jets present a daily hazard to high-rise apartment buildings as well as to
Hackensack University Medical Center. Most of the communities in the area are staffed by volunteer fire
departments, which are not equipped to handle a Boeing 737 crashing into a residential development, a school,
or a hospital. Changing the weight restrictions would adversely effect the Port Authority’s crash, fire and
rescue procedures. The safety and health of the residents greatly outweighs the “needs “ of the Boeing
Corporation marketing its Business Jet.

As an aside, it should be noted that the FAA upheld the weight restriction in place at Teterboro Airport as




